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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 



1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1,2, 7, and 8; 11; 18, 19 5 24, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Bean, U.S. Patent 6,460,023. 

Bean discloses a system to integrate rich media and descriptive language information: 
In regard to claim 1: 

"collecting and formatting Rich Media... input to an authoring tool; " Bean discloses rich 
media file input to an authoring tool (column 4, lines 53 - 67). 

"creating a text based Rich Media Content description file... input to the authoring tool; " 
Bean discloses an authoring tool with a description file (HTML) as input (column 4, lines 53 - 



"combining the rich media content file and the text based rich media content descriptive 
file... using the authoring tools. " Bean discloses the authoring tool integrated with a Web page 
allowing the combining of the rich media and descriptive files (column 4, lines 53 - 67). 



67). 
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In regard to claim 2, incorporating the rejection of claim 1: 

"editing the rich media content description file by a user using a text editor. " It is well 
known in the art that a description file is inherently textual (e.g., XML or HTML), therefore it is 
editable by a using a text editor. 

In regard to claim 7, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 : 

''storing the rich media content file... " Bean teaches storage of the content file (column 
2, lines 30-52). 

In regard to claim 8, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 : 

"downloading the edited multimedia content file for display... " Bean teaches 
downloading the content file (column 2, lines 30 - 52). 

In regard to claim 11: 

"a processor for receiving rich media , text and graphics. " The system taught by Bean 
includes a processor to receive rich media, text, and graphics (e.g., Figure 1). 

"means assembling the rich media, text, and graphics ..." See, e.g., Figure 1. 

"means automatically generating a rich media content description file... " Bean discloses 
an authoring tool with a description file (HTML) as input (column 4, lines 53 - 67). 

"means combining the MVR file and the description file... " Bean discloses the authoring 
tool integrated with a Web page allowing the combining of the rich media and descriptive files 
(column 4, lines 53 - 67). 

In regard to claims 18, 19, 24, and 25: 

Claims 18, 19, 24, and 25 (program code medium) are rejected for the same reasons put 
forth in the rejection of corresponding claims 1, 2, 7, and 8 (the corresponding methods). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3, 13, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bean, U.S. Patent 6,460,023 in view of Harned et al., U.S. Patent 6,594,466. 

In regard to claim 3, incorporating the rejection of claim 1: 

"using an XML program to create the description file. " Bean integrates HTML in the 
authoring tool, but does not teach XML to create the description file. However, Harned teaches 
the use of XML to create a description file (column 3, lines 35 - 48). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the Bean 
invention by using XML as taught by Harned, because it is also well known in the art that XML 
is compatible with HTML, and that it provides a flexible description of data allowing more 
robust communication between different types of devices than HTML provides, thus enhancing 
the Bean invention by allowing the authoring tool to interact with the rich media assets in a more 
generic and flexible manner by integrating text, multimedia, and graphic information in the 
description (see Harned, column 3, lines 41 - 47). 

In regard to claim 13, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 1 : 

"an XML program running in the processor for translating the descriptive text in 
the combining... " Bean integrates HTML in the authoring tool, but does not teach XML to 
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create the description file. However, Harned teaches the use of XML to create a description file 
(column 3, lines 35-48). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the Bean invention by using XML as taught by Harned, 
because it is also well known in the art that XML is compatible with HTML, and that it provides 
a flexible description of data allowing more robust communication between different types of 
devices than HTML provides, thus enhancing the Bean invention by allowing the authoring tool 
to interact with the rich media assets in a more generic and flexible manner by integrating text, 
multimedia, and graphic information in the description (see Harned, column 3, lines 41-47). 
In regard to claim 20, incorporating the rejection of claim 18 above: 
Claim 20 (program code medium) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the 
rejection of claim 3 (the corresponding method). 

5. Claims 4, 12, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bean, U.S. Patent 6,460,023, and further in view of Martens, U.S. Patent 4,570,221. 
In regard to claim 4, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 above: 
"executing a batch processing program to combine... " Bean teaches the combining of a 
descriptive file and a rich media content file, but does not teach executing a batch processing. 
However, Martens teaches the combining of files executing a batch process. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combine two 
files, for example a descriptive file and a rich media content file as taught by Bean, and 
incorporate the teaching of Martens, because performing the combining with a batch process 
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frees the user from the execution details and also enables the process to run off-line as taught by 
Martens (column 1, lines 25 - 28). 

In regard to claim 12, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 1 above: 
"a batch processing program running on the processor for combining... " Bean teaches 
the combining of a descriptive file and a rich media content file, but does not teach executing a 
batch processing. However, Martens teaches the combining of files executing a batch process. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine two files, for example a descriptive file and a rich media content file as taught 
by Bean, and incorporate the teaching of Martens because performing the combining with a 
batch process frees the user from the execution details and also enables the process to run off- 
line as taught by Martens (column 1, lines 25 - 28). 

In regard to claim 21, incorporating the rejection of claim 18 above: 
Claim 2 1 (program code medium) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the 
rejection of claim 4 (the corresponding method). 

6. Claim 5 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bean, 
U.S. Patent 6,460,023, and further in view of Murphy, U.S. Patent 6,564,380. 
In regard to claim 5, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 above: 
"transmitting the rich media content as a streaming digital file... " Bean teaches 
collecting rich media content and combining with a descriptive file, but does not teach 
transmitting the rich media content as a streaming digital file. However, Murphy teaches the 
transmission of a stored digital file containing rich media content (video/audio feed; column 6, 
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lines 25 - 39). A stored video transmission is a streaming digital file. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching 
of Bean, which combines a descriptive file and a rich media content, with the teaching of 
Murphy, which transmits the rich media content as a streaming digital file, because this 
modification allows the rich media content of Bean to be fed as a remote capture (rather than a 
live feed), thereby allowing a continuous feed of a saved input in desired file formats as taught 
by Murphy (column 6, lines 30-35). 

In regard to claim 22, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 8 above: 
Claim 22 (program code medium) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the 
rejection of claim 5 (the corresponding method). 

7. Claims 6 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bean, 
U.S. Patent 6,460,023, and further in view of Mills, U.S. Patent 6,397,219. 
In regard to claim 6, incorporating the rejection of claim 1 above: 
"using a graphical authoring tool to edit the rich media content; " Bean teaches 
collecting rich media content and combining with a descriptive file with an authoring tool, but 
does not explicitly teach a graphical authoring tool. However, Mills discloses a graphical 
authoring tool (column 15, line 60 to column 16, line 16). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the authoring tool 
as taught by Bean, which combines a descriptive file and a rich media content, with the graphical 
authoring feature as disclosed by Mills, because this modification provides a means for the 



Application/Control Number: 09/727,524 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2124 

authoring tool of Bean easily access and efficiently edit Web pages, as taught by Mills (column 
15, lines 60- 67). 

''creating a descriptive file of the graphically edited rich media content. " Bean discloses 
an authoring tool with a description file (HTML) as input (column 4, lines 53 - 67). 
In regard to claim 23, incorporating the rejection of claim 18 above: 
Claim 23 (program code medium) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the 
rejection of claim 6 (the corresponding method). 

8. Claims 9 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bean, 
U.S. Patent 6,460,023 in view of Murphy, U.S. Patent 6,564,380 as applied to claims 5 and 22 
above, and further in view of Ohsuga et al., U.S. Patent 6,317,151 (hereinafter referred to as 
Ohsuga). 

In regard to claim 9, incorporating the rejection of claim 5: 

"generating the streaming digital file as a sequence of frames. " Bean teaches collecting 
rich media content and combining with a descriptive file, modified by Murphy teaching the 
transmission of a streaming digital file containing rich media content (video/audio feed). 
Although Mills references the digital stream as a series of packets, neither reference teaches that 
the generation of the streaming digital file specifically as a sequence of frames. However, 
Oshuga teaches streaming video to a digital file as a sequence of frames (column 1, lines 36 - 
43). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Bean and Murphy to obtain a means to merge a descriptive file 
with a rich media content, and incorporating the generation of the rich media content as a 
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streaming digital file in a sequence of frames as taught by Oshuga, because the digital frame 
allows the user to capture natural images and then edit them a reproducible digital format (see 
Oshuga, column 1, lines 36 - 42) that could be used as rich media content as taught by Bean. 
In regard to claim 26, incorporating the rejection of claim 22: 
Claim 26 (program code medium) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the 
rejection of claim 9 (the corresponding method). 

9. Claims 10 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bean, 
U.S. Patent 6,460,023 in view of Murphy, U.S. Patent 6,564,380 as applied to claims 5 and 22 
above, and further in view of Beckett et al, U.S. Patent 6,317,151 (hereinafter referred to as 
Beckett). 

In regard to claim 10, incorporating the rejection of claim 5: 

"generating the streaming digital file as a binary file... " Bean teaches collecting rich 
media content and combining with a descriptive file, modified by Murphy teaching the 
transmission of a streaming digital file containing rich media content (video/audio feed). 
Although Mills references the digital stream as a series of packets, neither reference teaches that 
the generation of the streaming digital file as a binary file. However, Beckett teaches streaming 
digital files as a binary file (column 12, lines 35 - 38). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Bean and 
Murphy to obtain a means to merge a descriptive file with a rich media content, incorporating the 
teaching of the generation of the rich media content as a binary file as taught by Beckett, because 
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a binary file allows implementation in loadable execution format thus minimizing the 
programming skills needed by the user, as taught by Beckett (column 12, lines 38-53). 
In regard to claim 27, incorporating the rejection of claim 22: 
Claim 27 (program code medium) is rejected for the same reasons put forth in the 
rejection of claim 10 (the corresponding method). 

10. Claims 14 - 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bean, 
U.S. Patent 6,460,023 in view of Beckett et al., U.S. Patent 6,317,151 (hereinafter referred to as 
Beckett), and further in view of Herned et al., U.S. Patent 6,594,466 (hereinafter referred to as 
Herned). 

In regard to claim 14: 

"means for receiving and storing rich media assets in a binary format... " Bean teaches 
collecting rich media content and combining with a descriptive file (column 4, lines 53 - 67), but 
does not teach that the generation of the streaming digital file as a binary file. However, Beckett 
teaches a means to store streaming digital files as a binary file in order to load, applications as an 
executable file (column 12, lines 35 - 38). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled 
in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Bean regarding the 
collection of rich media content, incorporating the teaching of Beckett regarding the receiving 
and storage of rich media content as a binary file, because a binary file allows implementation in 
loadable execution format thus minimizing the programming skills needed by the user, as taught 
by Beckett (column 12, lines 38 - 53). 
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"means for preparing a textual description... " Bean integrates HTML in the authoring 
tool (column 4, lines 53 - 67), but does not teach XML to create the description file. However, 
Harned teaches the use of XML to create a description file (column 3, lines 35-48). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the Bean invention by using XML as taught by Harned, because it is also well known in the art 
that XML is compatible with HTML, and that it provides a flexible description of data allowing 
more robust communication between different types of devices than HTML provides, thus 
enhancing the Bean invention by allowing the authoring tool to interact with the rich media 
assets in a more generic and flexible manner by integrating text, multimedia, and graphic 
information in the description (see Harned, column 3, lines 41-47). 

"means for combining the MVR file and ... " Bean discloses the authoring tool 
integrated with a Web page allowing the combining of the rich media and descriptive files 
(column 4, lines 53 - 67). 

In regard to claim 15, incorporating the rejection of claim 14: 

"...wherein the text description is XML based. " Bean integrates HTML in the authoring 
tool, but does not teach XML to create the description file. However, Harned teaches the use of 
XML to create a description file (column 3, lines 35 - 48). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the Bean invention 
by using XML as taught by Harned, because it is also well known in the art that XML is 
compatible with HTML, and that it provides a flexible description of data allowing more robust 
communication between different types of devices than HTML provides, thus enhancing the 
Bean invention by allowing the authoring tool to interact with the rich media assets in a more 
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generic and flexible manner by integrating text, multimedia, and graphic information in the 

description (see Harned, column 3, lines 41 - 47). 

In regard to claim 16, incorporating the rejection of claim 14: 

"means for modifying the text description... " Bean discloses an authoring tool as a 

means to edit a text description (column 4, lines 53 - 65). 

In regard to claim 17, incorporating the rejection of claim 14: 

"means for modifying the textual description using a standard text-editing tool. " 

Official notice is taken that a description file is inherently textual (e.g., XML or HTML), 

therefore editable by a using a text editor. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 

U.S. Patent 6,175,820 to Dieta, regarding the combining of text and audio information. 
U.S. Patent 6,356,921 to Kumar et al., regarding delivery of rich media presentations. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lawrence Shrader whose telephone number is (703) 305-8046. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 08:00-16:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kakali Chaki can be reached on (703) 305-9662. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 

Lawrence Shrader 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2 124 

September 3, 2003 
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PATENT EXAMINER 
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